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Findings: If the city's discharge is connected to 

the sanitary district's plant before improvements to that plant 

are completed, a temporary decrease in the overall treatment level 

would occur. This contention is also discussed under Contention 9. 

(7) Contention: That for the regional board 
to require the City of Concord to abandon 
its treatment plant would be a waste of 
public funds. That the taxpayers and 
householders of the City of Concord would 
be required to assume capital improvement 
costs which would be required at the 
Central Contra Costa Sanitary District 
treatment plant if the City of.Concord is 
compelled to divert its entire wastewater 
flow to such plant. That the City of 
Concord is committed to an existing repay- 
ment program to corporate bond holders of 
sewer revenue bonds covering original 
sewer construction costs and the threatened 
requirements may seriously infringe on the 
City of Concord's ability to make such 
repayment from sewer revenues. 

Findings: No evidence was introduced at the regional 

board hearing to support this contention, 
0 

(8) Contention: That a study is currently 
underway covering a plan for the disposal 
of wastewater on a subregional basis and 
until such study is finally completed and 
analyzed the imposition of any proposed 
wastewater requirements are premature and 
constitute an unsound engineering practice. 

Findings: The consolidation is compatible with 

the Water Quality Control Plan adopted by the regional board. The 

initial draft of THE CONTRA COSTA COUNTY WATER QUALITY STUDY also 

recommends that all sewage in the Central and Eastern Contra Costa 

County be intercepted and treated at a regional plant at the site 

of the present Central Contra Costa Sznitary District facility 

near Martinez. 
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(9) Contention: That the proposed require- 
ments will not improve the quality of 
wastewater being discharged into the 
waters of the state. 

Findings: The regional board requirements will 

improve the quality of wastewater discharged into waters of the 

state through the elimination of a sewage discharge to Walnut 

Creek. It is expected that elimination of.the Concord dis- 

charge would be accomplished by diversion to the nearby Central 

Contra Costa Sanitary District (CCCSD) facility. Requirements 

were recently established for CCCSD which will necessitate a 

high level of treatment prior to discharge to Suisun Bay. 

Diversion of the Concord waste to the CCCSD plant would there- 

fore result in substantial improvement in effluent quality 

and significant benefit to waters of the state. 

c. The State Board, having considered all contentions of the 

petitioner and the record before the regional board concludes 

as f0il0ws: 

1. The discharge prohibition is appropriate. 

2. The numerical effluent quality requirements are un- 

reasonable for the protection of beneficial uses during the 

interim period prior to the elimination of the discharge. 

Reasonable interim discharge requirements, including any neces- 

sary limitation on the volume of discharge, should be estab- 

lished by the regional board for the period prior to the effec- 

tive date of the prohibition. 
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